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decree into effect ? Comity, if it means anything, would dictate
an affirmative, answer. It is arguable that if it is right for an
English court to order a person within the jurisdiction to effect
a certain disposition of land abroad, it is wrong to deny an
equivalent power to a foreign court. Moreover, as such cases
as Travers v. Holley1 show, this spirit of reciprocity is not
lacking in other contexts and few would disagree in general
with the observation of Hodson L.J. in that case that:

'It must surely be that what entitles an English court to assume juris-
diction must be equally effective in the case of a foreign court.'2

However, any attempt by a foreign court to regulate the dis-
position of land outside its jurisdiction not unnaturally provokes
a certain animosity in the forum rei sitae and it is doubtful
whether in this particular context the English judges would be
imbued with any spirit of reciprocity. The Supreme Court of
Canada, indeed, has satisfied itself that English courts do not
regard their own decrees in -personam affecting land abroad as
having any extra-territorial effect, and that therefore no recog-
nition will be granted to similar decrees of foreign courts.3

1  [1953] P-H^; w/w, p. 397.

2  Ibid., at p. 256.

3  Duke v. Andler, [1932] S.C.JR. 734; and see an article by D. M. Gordon,
49 L.Q.R. 547, on this case where he also cites two decisions in the U.S.A. to
the same effect.